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 TNW Docket No. 00425-35406.TM 
Peter M. de Jonge 
Eric E. Westerberg 
Thorpe North & Western LLP 
8180 South 700 East, Ste. 350 
Sandy, Utah 84091-1219 
Tel: (801) 566-6633 
Fax: (801) 566-0750 
 
Attorney for Appellant, Kid to Kid Franchise System, Inc. 
Application Serial No. 85/911,264 
  
 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

 
In re application of: Kid to Kid Franchise System, Inc.)  
   ) 
Serial No.: 85/911,264 ) 

)  
Filed: 4/22/2013 ) 

) REQUEST FOR REMAND/  
Mark:  PINK DOOR DESIGN ) AMENDMENT 

) 
Examiner: Emily K. Carlsen ) 

) 
Law Office: 103  ) 

) 
Docket No.: 00425-35406.TM ) 
________________________________________________) 
 
REQUEST TO REMAND 
 
 Pursuant to TBMP §§ 1205, 1206 Applicant, Kid to Kid Franchise System, Inc., herewith 
submits its request that the Board remand this matter to the Examiner for further examination.   
 
 In the Final Office Action, the Examiner refused the Application based on an improper 
description of the mark and based on a likelihood of confusion with a prior registration.  
Applicant intends to amend the description of its mark consistent with the description suggested 
by the Examiner.  Additionally, the Applicant has negotiated a consent agreement with the 
owner of the cited registration.  Therefore, the issues cited by the Examiner should be resolved 
and the pending Appeal will be moot.  Remanding the Application to the Examiner is therefore 
proper. 
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CONCLUSION 
 

In view of the foregoing, Applicant respectfully requests that the present application be 

remanded to the Examining Attorney for examination of the amendment.  If any impediment to 

remanding the application to the Examining Attorney remains after consideration of these 

remarks, the Board is invited to initiate a telephone interview with the undersigned resolve 

concerns. 

 
 

DATED this 9th day of September, 2015. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

/ericewesterberg/ 
Eric E. Westerberg 
Peter M. de Jonge 
Attorney for Applicant 
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Sandy, Utah  84091-1219 
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